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Bevcrly Cook, Manager 
US, Dcparlnient o f  Energy 
Ida110 Opcrations Ofica 
850 Encrgy Drive 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83401 

U. Stcplicn Allrcd, bireclor 
Idalio Departmcnt of rj,,ironmental Quality 
14 1 0 North I*Iilton 
Boise, ID 83706 

Suhjcct: Dispute Resolution, Operablc Unit 7-10 

Dcar Ms. Cook and Mr. fiIreJ: 

Pursuant to the teiins of our to you dated June 16,2001, wc a p e d  to cxtend thc 
dcndlinc for rcsolulion of tlie disyutc to July 18,2001. Thc intent of tho extension was to allow 
DOE to proposc a schedule and randial approach that all agcncics could suppoh It is my 
understanding that thc rcsulfs of thc July 10-11,2001 mccting, whcrc representatives of our 
agcncies m t  to discuss DOE’S proposed schcdde cbangcs and cost improvcmcm, produced a 
complicated proposal that DOE itsclf states would rcquirc “...90 days [to] provide sufficient the to 
coiiiplctc thc proposed analysis.’’ (Rcfermct July 11.2001 letter &om Kathleen E. Hah. Wayne 
Picrrc niid Orville D. Grccn to C k l c s  Fmdlcy, C. Stcphm Allrcd and Bevcrly A. Cook). Clearly, 
1 cxpec tcd wc would bc further along at this point and am disappointed with the results. 

Tt had bccn my fcrvcnt hopc that om agondes could develop a realistic skhddc and an 
approach that would dcmonstrato meaningful rclritval (i.c., in terns oCwhat is m o v e d  and how 
tlic information will bc used to support S b g ~  IlT and tho OU7-13/14 ROD). Since wc still lack 
agrceincnt on an acccptable schcdule and rcmedial approach, wc am considcring options on how to 
procccd on this project which we h m d  to share with you in the ncar futurc. 

Sincerely, 

cc: Warren Bcrgholz, DOEdD 
Orville Grccn, IDEQ 
Mikc Gtarhwrcl, EPA 


